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Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 5: "said database" [pg. 19, 1. 20] lacks antecedent basis. 

2. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bartholomew (US 7069310) in view of Petras (US 7143089). 

Regarding claim 1, Bartholomew discloses "a system for distributed maintenance 
and publishing control of a library of video files for public access over the 
internet" (a system for uploading, storing, and distributing media files e.g. video 
for public access over the internet [Abstract]), comprising: 
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• a central server (storage 350 [Fig 3], which is a hard drive attached to a 
server [col. 9, 1. 23-25]) accessible over a distributed communication 
backbone (accessible via Internet 320 [Fig 3] [col. 8, 1. 47-61]) for storing a 
central library of multimedia content (media files [col. 8, 1. 50][col. 4, 1. 42- 
46]); 

• a network administrator (application server 330 [Fig 3], which 
manages/administers the user's interaction with the network [col. 9, 1. 11- 
16][Fig 4]) for maintaining said library of multimedia content at the central 
server (server manages files 470, 490 [Fig 4]), said maintenance including 
tagging each work with an abstract of information (server associates a 
user-provided program description with the work [col. 16, I. 15-17]) and 
storing the multimedia work with associated abstract in said central library 
(server stores uploaded media files [col. 15, 1. 58-62] including abstracts 
[col. 16, 1. 18-23]); 

• a catalog of available multimedia works intermittently compiled from the 
abstracts and stored on said central server (listings of the uploaded files 
provided to other servers and web sites [col. 3, 1. 27-30]); 

Bartholomew does not further disclose a remote content review/control site. 

Petras discloses "a system for distributed maintenance and publishing control 
of a library" of works (maintenance and publishing of a library of user-submitted 
opinions [Abstract]) comprising "a remote content review/control site that 
intermittently polls the catalog maintained on the central server to ascertain when 
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new works have become available" (a server aggregates all proposed uploads 
into a review queue which is remotely accessible by a reviewer [col. 11,1. 47-50]) 
allowing a reviewer to edit the information (reviewers have editing powers [col. 
32, 1. 38-60]) and "to approve/disapprove each such work for public access" ([col. 
11,1. 50-54]) and to send a publication message "to the network administrator 
indicating that the work should be made available" (a publication message is sent 
to the website after review and approval [col. 11,1. 50-54]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
user-submitted publication database disclosed by Bartholomew with the teaching 
of Petras' user-submitted publication database for the purpose of screening 
content before it is made available to the public, thus improving the usefulness 
and quality of the information being added and denying or editing submissions 
from "bullies and pranksters" ([Petras col. 5, 1. 57-67; col. 32, 1. 38-40]). 

Regarding claim 5, Bartholomew discloses "a method for distributed maintenance 
and publishing control of a library of video files for public access over the 
internet" (a method for uploading, storing, and distributing media files e.g. video 
for public access over the internet [Abstract]), comprising the steps of: 

• providing a web portal to independent video producers by which they can 
upload their video files to a central upload site (an Internet repository web 
site to which users may transfer various media files [col. 9, 1. 1. 46-51] 
including videos [Abstract]); 
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• performing pre-processing on each video file uploaded to said central 
upload site, said pre-processing including verification of a video file format 
(user plugin verifies that video is in a standard format [col. 12, 1. 2-7]), 
screening based on file size (plugin compresses the media [col. 11,1. 52- 
65], thus screening for file size), translation when necessary to a uniform 
pre-determined file format (plugin encodes video to a standard file format 
[col. 12, 1. 2-7]), tagging each file added to said database with an abstract 
of information (server associates an abstract with the media [col. 16, 1. 15- 
22]). 

• sending an administrative alert for each file added to [a] database to an 
administrator (user sends an administrative alert for each file by issuing a 
"create" command 410 [Fig 4], the server being an administrator because 
it manages/administers the uploaded files, e.g. steps 470, 490 [Fig 4]) 

Bartholomew does not further disclose that the files are stored "in a database 
of files needing approval" and reviewed for publication approval or disapproval. 

Petras discloses "a method for distributed maintenance and publishing control 
of a library of works "for public access over the internet" (maintenance and 
publishing of a library of user-submitted opinions over the internet [Abstract]) 
wherein works are stored "in a database of files needing approval" (a review 
queue holds database additions or changes for review [col. 11,1. 47-50]). 
Further, a catalog is maintained "at said central upload site of all new tagged files 
in said database" (the review queue catalogs all the proposed items [col. 11,1. 
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47-50]). Further, a reviewer periodically canvasses "said catalog from a remote 
reviewing site" (managers remotely access the review queue in order to review 
database additions or changes [col. 11,1. 47-54]), and "for each new tagged file 
in said database," reviews the work "as desired" (managers may choose which 
works to review, with incentives for older works [col. 11,1. 53-56]), and sends "a 
publication approval or disapproval message back to the administrator at the 
central upload site" (an approval message is sent back to the website so that 
publishing may be implemented [col. 11,1. 50-53], and editing [col. 32, 1. 44-46] 
implies a disapproval of the original submission). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
user-submitted publication database disclosed by Bartholomew with the teaching 
of Petras' user-submitted publication database for the purpose of screening 
content before it is made available to the public, thus improving the usefulness 
and quality of the information being added and denying or editing submissions 
from "bullies and pranksters" ([Petras col. 5, 1. 57-67; col. 32, 1. 38-40]). 

Regarding claim 9, Bartholomew discloses "a method for distributed maintenance 
and publishing control of a library of video files for public access over the 
internet" (a method for uploading, storing, and distributing media files e.g. video 
for public access over the internet [Abstract]), comprising the steps of: 
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• uploading digital video works from independent producers to a central 
upload site (an Internet repository web site to which users may transfer 
various media files [col. 9, 1. I. 46-51] including videos [Abstract]); 

• tagging each digital video work with an abstract of information including 
any fields from among the group comprising subject matter category, 
subject (server associates a subject description with the media [col. 16, 1. 
1 5-22]), date, runtime, author, and rating; 

• storing each tagged work with associated abstract in a database on a 
web-enabled network server (server stores the abstract with the work on 
the web server [col. 16, 1. 18-22]); 

• periodically canvassing the abstracts on said network server (attributes, 
i.e. abstracts, relating to media files are "canvassed" in order to create 
mediagrams composed of lists of hyperlinks and associated attributes [col. 
17, 1. 22-37]) and compiling a catalog of available works at said network 
server (generating lists of hyperlinks to media files on the server [col. 17, 1. 
2-7]) 

Bartholomew does not further disclose a remote content review/control site. 

Petras discloses "a method for distributed maintenance and publishing control 
of a library of video files for public access over the internet" (maintenance and 
publishing of a library of user-submitted opinions over the internet [Abstract]) 
comprising the step of "maintaining a remote content review/control site for 
reviewing and controlling availability of works "for public access" (managers 
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remotely review works before allowing them to be published [col. 11,1. 51-54]), 
"said remote content review/control site periodically polling said catalog at the 
network server to ascertain when new works are available" (managers 
periodically log in to access the review queue [col. 11,1. 47-53]), "and said 
remote content review/control site having the ability to screen each new work" 
(management sub-community has access to the screening queue [col. 11,1. 51- 
54]), "and to approve/disapprove each said work for public access viewing, 
whereby said content review/control site serves as a gatekeeper to screen those 
works that are appropriate for general public access" (works must be reviewed 
and approved before publishing [col. 11,1. 51-53]) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
user-submitted publication database disclosed by Bartholomew with the teaching 
of Petras' user-submitted publication database for the purpose of screening 
content before it is made available to the public, thus improving the usefulness 
and quality of the information being added and denying or editing submissions 
from "bullies and pranksters" ([Petras col. 5, 1. 57-67; col. 32, 1. 38-40]). 

Regarding claims 2 and 6, depending respectively on claims 1 and 5, 
Bartholomew further discloses that the library of multimedia content at the central 
server is maintained in a database ([Abstract]). 

Bartholomew in view of Petras does not further specifically disclose that the 
database be a SQL database. 
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Petras suggests the use of SQL databases ([col. 3, 1. 25-29]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the database disclosed by Bartholomew in view of Petras to be a SQL 
database for the purpose of using a well-known query language to access the 
database records, thus allowing easy development of the server software. 

Regarding claims 3 and 7, depending on claims 1 and 6, Bartholomew further 
discloses "wherein said library of multimedia content at the central server is 
maintained in a uniform digital video format" (the client encodes the files into a 
standard format before uploading [col. 12, 1. 2-7]). 

Regarding claims 4 and 8, depending respectively on claims 1 and 7, 
Bartholomew in view of Petras does not further disclose that the standard digital 
format ([Bartholomew col. 12, 1. 2-7]) be AVI digital format. 

Official Notice is taken that the AVI digital format was well known to be a 
standard digital format at the time of the invention. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to try using the AVI digital format as the 
standard digital video format ([Bartholomew col. 12, I. 2-7]) due to the limited 
number of standard digital video formats known to one of skill in the art and the 
well-known nature of the AVI digital format. 
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Regarding claim 11, depending on claim 9, Bartholomew in view of Petras further 
discloses "providing streaming video access to all works approved by said 
review/control site for public access viewing" (data streaming server 360 streams 
published works to users 390 [Fig 3][col. 8, 1. 38-61]) 

5. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bartholomew (US 7069310) in view of Petras (US 7143089), further in view of Tota (US 
7308413). 

Regarding claim 10, depending on claim 9, Bartholomew in view of Petras does 
not further disclose "receiving mailed NTSC videos and digitizing said NTSC 
videos into digital video works at said central upload site." 

Tota discloses a method for uploading content to a central server comprising 
receiving mailed video tapes and digitizing the videos into digital video works at a 
central upload site (receiving mailed video tapes [col. 17, 1. 40-45][col 18, 1. 58- 
68] which are uploaded to a computer database [Abstract]) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
method for uploading content disclosed by Bartholomew in view of Petras with 
the teaching of the method for uploading content disclosed by Tota for the 
purpose of providing an alternate means of sending user-submitted content, thus 
allowing the user to choose among a plurality of submission methods ([Tota col. 
17, 1. 3-5]) 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bennett Ingvoldstad whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3431. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8-6:30 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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